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Summary of Arguments for Examiner Interview 



As explained below, the rejection of the independent claims over Fishers in view 
of Gleeson is improper because neither Fishers nor Gleeson disclose a data switch that 
identifies whether a MAC address is associated with a port, and there has not been a clear 
articulation of any evidence or rationale for modifying either Fishers or Gleeson to arrive 
at a data switch that identifies whether a MAC address is associated with a first port 
before not inserting an association between the MAC address and the first port into the 
table. 

Fishers was cited as disclosing all of the limitations of claim 1 including a data 
switch configured to not insert an association between a certain MAC address and the 
first port. Fishers was not cited as disclosing, nor does it disclose, that the data switch is 
configured to not insert the association when the data switch identifies that the MAC 
address is associated with the first port. Gleeson was cited as teaching the general 
concept that address learning may be disabled for a port. According to the Examiner, it 
would have been obvious to modify the data switch of Fishers so that it does not insert an 
address into the table when address learning is disabled for the port as taught by Gleeson. 

However, claim 1 requires that the data switch be "configured to not insert an 
association between a certain MAC address and said first one of the ports into said table 
when the data switch identifies that the certain MAC address is associated with said first 
one of the ports." Thus, claim 1 requires that the data switch make an identification of 
whether a MAC address is associated with the first port before not inserting an 
association between the MAC address and the first port into the table. 

As admitted by the Examiner, Fishers does not disclose that that the data switch 
identifies whether a MAC address is associated with the first port before not inserting an 
association between the MAC address and the first port into the table. In Fishers, the 
router 1 10 learns a MAC address associated with the LAN port 140 by watching for ARP 
packets with the IP address of the ISP gateway and copying the IP address and MAC 



address of the sender CPE into the table from the ARP. There is no disclosure in Fishers 
of identifying whether a MAC address is associated with any port, let alone the first port. 

Gleeson was cited for disclosing that IP address learning may be disabled for a 
port. Gleeson, however, does not disclose that MAC address learning may be disabled 
for a port. To the contrary, Gleeson discloses that MAC address learning continues for a 
port even when IP address learning is disabled for the port. In addition, Gleeson discloses 
that MAC addresses continue to be added to the layer 2 database when IP address 
learning is disabled. (Gleeson, col. 6, lines 27-54). Thus, Gleeson teaches away from not 
inserting an association between a MAC address and a first port into a table when it is 
identified that the MAC address is associated with the first port. 



